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DETAILED ACTION 
Drawings 

The drawings are objected to because of incorrect spelling in Figures 2, 4, 5 and 
7. As to Figure 2, the word "infomation" is used 3 times and is ungrammatical (changing 
this to "information" would cure this problem). As to Figure 4, there is one instance of 
the word "infomation" (see above). The word "registing" is ungrammatical (changing 
this to "registering" would cure this problem). Also, the word "registingfunction" is 
ungrammatical (changing this to "registering function" would cure this problem). As to 
Figure 5, the word "infomation" is used 3 times and is ungrammatical (see above). As 
to Figure 7, the word "infomation" is used 3 times and is ungrammatical (see above). 
Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in reply to 
the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement 
drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version 
of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure number of an 
amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure is to be 
canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, and 
where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate changes 
made to the brief description of the several views of the drawings for consistency. 
Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering of the 
remaining figures. The replacement sheet(s) should be labeled "Replacement Sheet" in 
the page header (as per 37 CFR 1.84(c)) so as not to obstruct any portion of the 
drawing figures. If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be 
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notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office action 
objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-7, 9-17, 19 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Muller (U.S. Patent 6,687,331) in view of Nields (U.S. Patent 

6,459,925). 

As to claim 1, Muller discloses obtaining image data representing an image 
recorded by radiography (column 3, line 1). Here an x-ray image is converted into an 
electronic signal i.e. it is represented as data. 

Muller also discloses obtaining photographing information data, which has been 
generated on the basis of the photographing conditions (column 5, line 33-35) to be 
displayed on a screen (column 5, lines 37-38). 

Muller also discloses adding photographing information data to the image data 
(column 5, lines 37-38). Here the reference is read as meaning the angle is displayed 
on the screen with the image. 

Muller also discloses adding of photographing information to the image attendant 
information (see the table in column 6). Here angles and position of the photographing 
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condition are included in the image attendant information. Since the data is displayed 
(column 6, lines 35-37) it is clear that the data must be being output. 

Muller does not expressly disclose determining the size and position on screen 
for the photographing information to be displayed. 

Nields discloses determining size and position on screen for the photographing 
information to be displayed (Figure 18). Here the "positioner rotation" is displayed on 
the screen. Since it is being displayed, it is inherent that the position and size for the 
display has been taken into account. 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to combine the information display of Nields with the image 
processing of Muller as they both deal with x-ray image processing. 

One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do this to improve 
the amount of useful information received by the end user of the x-ray images. 

\ As to claim 2, the limitations of the claims are rejected for the same reasons as 
claim 1. 

As to claim 3, Muller as applied above further discloses generating image 
attendant information that includes photographing condition (see the table in column 6). 
Also disclosed is selecting one kind of photographing information data from a plurality of 
kinds (column 3, lines 62-66) on the basis of image attendant information (column 3, 
lines 51-55 - here it depends on the photographing condition - where the image was 
taken from in relation to body parts). The reference is considered to disclose a plurality 
of kinds of photographing information as it describes there being more than one 
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standard of photographing information data (column 3, line 62). It is considered 
automatic as the reference indicates that there is a "possibility of the user's making a 
choice" (column 3, line 65), meaning that the apparatus makes the decision in the 
absence of a user decision. 

As to claim 4, Muller as applied above further discloses selecting photographing 
information data on the basis of a user's instruction (column 3, lines 65-66). 

As to claim 5, Muller as applied above further discloses generating 
photographing information on the basis of image attendant information (column 5, lines 
33-36). Here the photographing information is dependant on the photographing 
condition, which according to the instant claims is attendant information. The other 
limitations of the claims are rejected for the same reasons as claim 1 . 

As to claim 6, Muller as applied above further discloses attendant information 
including enlargement (size) (column 4, line 36) and rotation (column 4, line 3) of the 
image. 

As to claim 7, Muller as applied above further discloses converting a plurality of 
characters (column 6, table) of photographing condition information into image data and 
photographing information data (column 5, lines 33-38). Here the angle information is 
disclosed as represented by data and displayed as an image on a screen. In addition, it 
is inherent that if the photographing condition is displayed as image data then it must 
already be in the form of photographing information data. 

As to claim 9, the limitations of the claims are rejected for the same reasons as 
claim 1. 
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As to claims 10, Muller as applied above further discloses changing the 
photographing information data (here angular limits) obtained (column 4, lines 51-53). 

As to claim 1 1 , it is an apparatus corresponding to the method of claim 1 and the 
limitations are therefore rejected for the same reasons as in claim 1 . 

As to claim 12, it is an apparatus corresponding to the method of claim 2 and the 
limitations are therefore rejected for the same reasons as in claim 2. 

As to claim 13, it is an apparatus corresponding to the method of claim 3 and the 
limitations are therefore rejected for the same reasons as in claim 3. 

As to claim 14, it is an apparatus corresponding to the method of claim 4 and the 
limitations are therefore rejected for the same reasons as in claim 4. 

As to claim 15, it is an apparatus corresponding to the method of claim 5 and the 
limitations are therefore rejected for the same reasons as in claim 5. 

As to claim 16, it is an apparatus corresponding to the method of claim 6 and the 
limitations are therefore rejected for the same reasons as in claim 6. 

As to claim 17, it is an apparatus corresponding to the method of claim 7 and the 
limitations are therefore rejected for the same reasons as in claim 7. 

As to claim 19, it is an apparatus corresponding to the method of claim 9 and the 
limitations are therefore rejected for the same reasons as in claim 9. 

As to claim 20, it is an apparatus corresponding to the method of claim 10 and 
the limitations are therefore rejected for the same reasons as in claim 10. 
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Claims 8 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
the combination of Muller and Nields as applied to claims 1 and 1 1 above, and further in 
view of Kaneko (U.S. Patent 4,783,832). 

As to claim 8, Nields as applied above discloses taking size and position into 
account when displaying photographing information data (see claim 1 rejection). 

The combination of Muller and Nields does not expressly disclose superposing 
the photographing information data into the image data. 

Kaneko discloses superimposing character data on image data (column 2, lines 
21-22). This is directly applicable as photographing information is often in the form of 
characters. 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to use the superimposing of Kaneko with the combination of 
Muller and Nields as Kaneko is intended for use with x-ray image data (Kaneko, column 
2, line 1). 

One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do this to as 
displaying photographing information with its relevant image would make it easier for 
the end user of the image to accurately get more information out of one image. 

As to claim 18, it is an apparatus corresponding to the method of claim 8 and the 
limitations are therefore rejected for the same reasons as in claim 8. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ashutosh Upreti whose telephone number is (703) 306 
4087. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Amelia Au can be reached on (703)308-6604. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

A.U. 

December 21 , 2004 /7 >o 




-"Jon Chang 
Primary Examiner 



